Introduction
The practice of creating temporary interventions in public spaces of cities Often, urban interventions constitute more than mere decorative additions to the public space. Being acutely context-specific, they are able to highlight particular, specific qualities of the surrounding physical or social environment, the function of that environment, and the power structures inherent to it. In this way, these urban interventions aim to encourage the users to reflect and comment on the spaces with which they engage, opening up new ways of reading the city and thereby provoking fresh conversations about shared public spaces (Lehmann, 2009; Klanten, Feireiss, 2010) .
While some urban interventions are merely thought provoking, others seek to improve the functionality of public space while simultaneously commenting on a perceived deficiency in that space, such as is the case in acts of DIY urbanism and tactical urbanism (Deslandes, 2013; Finn, 2014; Douglas, 2014; Lydon, Garcia, 2014; Lydon, Garcia, 2015) .
Although the broad variety of contemporary urban interventions has been extensively documented (Thompson, Sholette et al., 2004; Klanten, Feireiss 2010; Bishop, Williams 2012; Beekmans, de Boer 2014) , there has been only a limited critical consideration to date of the employment of urban interventionist practices as tools for codesigning public spaces. We argue, however, that urban interventions, when used in this way, offer significant opportunities. 
Public space and collaborative urban development
Firstly, it is acknowledged that "the public" is not a generic group of people. Rather, there are multiple and diverse "publics" -different interest groups with varying characteristics and types of influence. These groups tend to gather around issues of common concern or places of common use. Secondly, it is acknowledged that public space can be understood in two distinct ways. In a procedural sense, it is a space where these multiple publics can become involved in considerations about issues of common concern and, in a physical sense, it is the accessible landscape, outside of the private domain, which includes locations such as public parks, public squares, waterfront developments and streets (Iveson, 2011 Rather, the approach advocates that certain principles be adhered to and that unique processes be created or adapted to suit local contexts (Healey, 1997). Co-design offers an apt framework for thinking about how to collaboratively develop shared public spaces. A co-design approach stipulates that projects are developed "with" rather than "for" the end-user. It is an iterative design process that sees the end-user involved from the moment of inception. With each iteration, the project definition, the scope of the design and the project outputs all evolve and are continually refined (Sanders, Stappers, 2008; Steen, 2011) .
Numerous tools have been developed to date that aid a generalised co-design process (Buley, 2013; Curedale, 2013; Polaine, Løvlie et al., 2013; Kimbell, 2014) . In addition, many community participation methods have been devised to aid urban design and planning practitioners (Sanoff, 2000; Hofmann, 2014 Therefore, the key insights brought forth by this paper have been arrived at via a combination of research through practice (Verbeke, 2013; Lucas, 2016) and the subsequent reflection on that practice (Schon, 1983) . This research can thus be also understood as "research into design" by way of "research through design" (Simonsen, Baerenholdt et al., 2010) . We undertook the analysis of how the urban interventions operate as co-design tools by using a process of constant comparison, whereby we identified key themes, reflected upon them and finally honed them, through an iterative process.
Case Study 1 -Love the City
This case study describes how a public space improvement project called "Love the City" 
Urban interventions as alluring conversation openers
The case studies detailed in this paper Gehl asserting that what attracts people to public spaces in cities is other people (Whyte, 1988 , Gehl, 2010 , Jacobs, 1962 . Their 
Urban interventions as a network-building tool
All of the urban interventions cited in this paper helped to build a network of project supporters and to raise the profile of the overarching regeneration project. This network of public support is critical for a sustained public space co-design process.
Conclusion
Our research has demonstrated that urban interventions can be used in a variety of modes to aid in the co-design of public spaces, particularly at the "fuzzy front end" of the design process. Each mode offers specific outcomes to aid the co-design process.
Through our practice-based research, we offer a nuanced understanding of how each mode operates as a co-design tool. While we acknowledge that urban interventions are not suitable for building a space for sustained collaborative effort, we assert their significant value as an effective tool to lead towards a more sustained, collaborative effort.
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